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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 4/16/08 
has been entered, wherein the applicant has canceled all of the previously pending 
claims (claims 1-30) and have added new claims (claims 31-61). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 31-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Healy (GB 2,231 ,189), and further in view of Vance (WO 00/23910). 

Claims 31 , 53: Healy teaches of method for facilitating the play of a missing 
object location game which provides a game image to the game player, the game image 
is configured to omit the missing object from the game image and allows the player to 
indicate a guess as to the proper location of the missing object on the game image 
(pages 1-2, paragraph 3). In response to the player's guess, determine whether the 
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player has won the game, depending on the distance between the player's guess as to 
the proper location of missing object on the game image (page 3, paragraph 3). 

However Healy fails to teach of a security feature that require player to enter a 
unique code via a network. In an analogous art of computer gaming system, Vance 
teaches of accessing a game on a website by means of a security feature or code 
(figure 1 & abstract). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to include the security features such as secure access as 
taught by Vance, in the game of Healy in order to allow access to the game by certain 
players who have made purchase to participate in the game, and block player's who 
have not contributed monetarily to participate in the game. 

Claims 32, 54: Healy teaches of game image is a picture of a sporting event 
including a ball, where the ball is omitted from the picture (figure 4). 

Claims 33, 34, 42, 55: Vance teaches of accessing a game on a website by 
means of a security feature or code (figure 1 & abstract), However Vance does not 
explicitly state that the security code is stored on a ticket. It would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Vance to 
include the security feature on a ticket, or barcodes or on magnetic strips, in order to 
make it easily accessible and portable for the player to use. 

Claims 35-37, 61 : Healy teaches of providing coordinates associated with the 
game image, and receiving the player's guess by receiving a location in the set of 
coordinates on the game image selected using a pointing device (wherein the 
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coordinates are a set of X and Y grid, and the possibility of player winning could easily 
be modified by modifying the area within the grid) (page 6, paragraph 3). 

Claim 38: Healy teaches of a pointing device being a mouse (page 8, 
paragraph 2). 

Claims 39, 56: Healy teaches of displaying the missing object on the display 
device at the location pointed by the pointing device (figure 4). 

Claims 40,41 : Healy teaches of receiving predetermined number of 
additional guesses from the player, wherein each indicating a corresponding location 
guess as to the proper location of the missing object, and displaying an image at the 
guess locations (figure 5, page 6, paragraph 2). 

Claim 43: Healy determines the winning if the players' guess is within a 
predetermined distance of the actual location of the missing object (page 7). 

Claims 44, 45: Healy determines the winning if the players' guess is within a 
predetermined distance of the actual location of the missing object (page 7), wherein a 
processor is confined to evaluate the distance to determine the winner, and a game 
programmer would find it within their means to be able to manipulate the processor thus 
controlling the distance to increase or decrease the number of winners. 

Claim 46: Combination of Healy and Vance teach of receiving from plurality of 
players respective guesses as to the proper location of the missing object in the game 
image. 

Claims 47-50, 57-60: Healy determines the winning if the players' guess is 
within a predetermined distance of the actual location of the missing object (page 7). 
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Claim 51 : Vance teaches of communication through an email regarding a 
players' game activity. 

Claim 52: Healy teaches of displaying the game image with the missing object 
in the actual location (page 9). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 31-61 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references as 
applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified 
citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It 
is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the responses, to fully consider 
the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as 
well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the 
examiner. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Constantine (WO 98/52663), Muzaffar (GB 2271262), Kaye 
(5,569,082), Smeltzer (5,772,511), Small (4,669,730). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SUNIT PANDYA whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
2823. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on 571-272-6996. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Robert E Pezzuto/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
SP 



